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_AN INQUIRY 
HOW FAR CHRISTIANS ARE CALLED TO UNITE IN 
‘THINGS IN WHICH THEY ARE AGREED, 
THOUGH THERE BE OTHER THINGS | 

IN WHICH THEY DIFFER : 


. 
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By WILLIAM 1 INNES. 
; | | 
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1 vinp you wish me "io state to you the grounds — 


on which the members of the society with which 
I am now connected, unite in fellowship, though 
on some subjects we differ, and of course the 
grounds on which 1 we deem it our duty to receive 
into our communion, all whom we have reagon 


to consider as Christians, notwithstanding a si- 


milar difference. You very justly observe, it is a 
_ practice rather uncommon in this country, at 


‘east, as notwithstanding the great diversity of 


sentiment among Christians on various points, 
we generally find every one so tenacious of his 
own peculiarities, as to make him exclude from 


_ his communion all who do not adopt them. It » 
will be necessary for you, to 
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dered as essential to aman’s Christianity. It has 
often been observed, that it is difficult to draw 


9g 
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_-waderstand the principle I hold on this subject, 


iileee I state the rome on which I consider i it 


scriptural. - 


First, You will oeahieck I take it for gran nted, 


that the points on which I differ from those I 


would receive into communion, are not such 
that a particular view of them is to be consi- 


the line of distinction between what is essential 


- and what is not. But it is often easier to say — 
that certain opinions lie either on the one side 
of this line or on the other; and the existence 
-of this distinction is practically acknowledged by 
_all who admit the Christianity of any man not 
precisely of the same sentiments on every point — 
with‘themselyes. As I take it for granted, then, — 
that a.man may differ from me in his views of 
certain subjects, while.at the same time I have 
-, satisfactory evidence of his Christianity ; you — 


will recollect, when I speak of my readiness to 
hold communion with such a one, I suppose that 


I have scriptural grounds for viewing him asa- 


Christian, in spite, of this difference. er 
Secondly, You will not suppose that the prin- 


dogs on which I and my friends see it our duty 


to act, implies any indifference about divine truth, 
or that we do. not’ consider unity of sentiment 


highly desirable, .No;, as diversity of sentiment 
arises from certain measure of ignorance some- 
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where, we consider it an ats evil arising- 
from the imperfection of our. aie. in this 
imperfect world. But the question is not, whe- 
ther this is an evil, or whether it: is desirable to 
be delivered from it; but while it exists, while 
in our present state it is perhaps in some degree 
‘unavoidable, how are we to meet it; how are we 


~ to act while necessarily exposed 


-eommunion, which has of late t 
agitated, viz. From what descrip 
ters are Christians bound to x 
question naturally came to be 
_ the situation in which many fouw—d themselves 
placed. ‘When they began to atténd to the prée- 
cepts of scripture respecting Christian fellowship, 
they found certain rules regarding that fellow- 
ship enjoined. ‘They soon perceived that a cer- 
tain discipline with regard to Christian societies — 
is inculcated ; that according to scripture, these 
societies ought to consist of persons who not only 
make a profession of Christianity, but also walk 
in some measure consistently with ‘such a pro- 
_ fession. They discovered that there are certain 
characters from whom the disciples of Jesus are 
‘most explicitly directed to turn away. At the © 
‘same time, many found themselves placed in so- 
cieties where this discipliné was neglected, where 
_ characters, that according to scripture ought 
‘plainly to be excluded, were retained. Conyin- 


ton of charac- 
arate ? This 


| 
| There is one question respecting Christian 
" 


rule, while at the same time they could not cor- 
rect them, they found it necessary to withdraw. 
Thus, however much they might esteem many 


individuals in these societies, they believed they 
could not remain members of them without vio- 


lating the law of Christ, and i incurring the charge 
of being of ner men’s sins*, 


| 


have wished this: to be distinetly 
in: as one principal ground of my separation from 
the Established Church. In such a step I never consi- 


dered myself as separating from those who gave that 
evidence which the. scriptures require of Christian cha- 


racter, in all: who, are to be acknowledged as disciples. 
With such, I have all along most gladly held commu- 


tiion, wherever it was in my power to do so. I fre- 


quently hear those of them in public office preach the 


gospel with much pleasure and edification, and I most 
- “unfeignedly rejoice in the success of their labours. In 


like manner, in private life I often enjoy much plea- 


pure and improvement. from the conversation of Chris- 


tians connected with the Establishment, both in public 
and. in private stations; and 1 most sincerely love 
them as bearing the image of our common Lord. I 


never entertained a moment's doubt, however, of 
my, obligations to separate from the church with which 

by are connected, while they remain in public commu- 

niow with those whom I.am convinced the Scriptures ex- 


pligty require every Christian church to put away. 


years ago published my reasons for separa- 
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But there is another question, which, though 
_ it may seem naturally involved in the former, has 


ting from the Established Church, part of which were 
answered at considerable length by Mr Brown, late of 
Gartmore, now of Langton, I say part of these rea- . 
_ sons were only thus answered, because while I felt my- 
self called to separate from the communion of. the 
Establishment ; first, on account of my objections to its” 4 
constitution as presbyterian ; and, secondly,on account [i 
of the evils that existed in the administration of that 7 
constitution ; Mr Brown’s answer professedly relates , | 
only to the first of these topics. -Heindeed givessome _ 7 
intimation of his intention to examine the other part 
_ of my publication afterwards, but, so far as I haveheard, 
«this part of his plan he has not yet accomplished. I 
should not have thought of reviving this discussion 
_ here, had I not found that the substance of Mr Brown’s 
answer to my reasoning can abe brought within a very 
narrow compass, and the defect of his argument placed. 
in a very obvious point of view. It must be recollected, _ 
that though Mr B’s Letters were mure immediately — 
addressed to me, he proposed to include in his publica- 
tion an answer to various other writers, both ancient. 
and modern, in support of Independency. In conse- 
quence of this, though he writes at considerable length, 
and discovers a very extensive acquaintance with those 
authors whose opinions he combats, there is but a small 
part of his volume can be strictly considered as an an- 
swer to my publication. Thus, through many pages — 
he endeavours to shew that no in of 
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3 dilaton a much smaller share of the attention 
of Christians. Iti is this : With are 


can ba ‘om Acts xv. this 
passage I never once bring forward for this purpose. 


I draw my proof of this form of | church-government 
from other quarters ; and in-speaking of this chapter, I | 


only give my reasons why I could no longer view it as 
supporting Presbytery, though it is generally considered 


as the strong hold of this system. My reasons are sim- | 


ply these.—The decrees of the Apostles i in the church 


_ of Jerusalem were either binding, or they were, not. 
If not, then the whole was a reference for advice, and: 
, the passage has ne connection with presbyterian. autho- 


rity. If they were binding, then it follows, that the 


church of Jerusalem ordained decrees, which were ob- 
ligatory, not only om the church of Antioch, but on 


eyery other church in the Christian world, though they 


had not the shadow of a representative in that meet. 
ing whiere the decrees were framed. From this I ar- 
gue, that the case was unquestionably an extraordinary 


one, and not admitting of imitation.- It was extravr- 
dinary, from the Apostles being at Jerusalem, who 


were inspired men, and who were appointed to. regulate. 
whatever belonged to the church of Christ. But if it 
is contended that the cuse was an ordinary one, and i 


intended as an example to Le followed in after ages, 


then as the Assembly at Jerusalem sent their decrees 


With authority to all the churches of Christ throughout 


the world, so every Presbytery ought, on this principle, 
to possess the same power, which is.a Spanrquence al. 


absurd, Reasons, 44, 
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bound to unite? At first sight the answer would 


quit of this dilemma. TI found him arguing very stre- 


acted under the impulse of inspiration, and of course 
denying that there was any thing extraordinary in the 


church at Jerusalem possessed? He does this by ae- 


to ordain decrees which were binding upon all the : 
churches on the earth.” Letters, p. 322. Et 


‘cide by inspiration, I then naturally ask, But if the 


sess universal authority? To this Mr B. answers, They 
were universal pastors, and they could thus send their 
decrees with authority over the whole Christian world. 


seem a very simple one. - Surely, we would say, — 


When I came to kthie part of Mr B’s book, which oss 
consider to contain the pith of the whole argument in de- 
fence of Presbytery, I was very eager to see how he got 


nuously against the supposition that the Apostles here 


case on this account. How then does he account _ 
for the universal authority which the decrees of the 


knowledging that the Apostles were universal pastors. — 
His words are: “* Were there not apostles in this council, 

as has been already said, who, acting even in their unin- 
spired capacity, were unsversal pastors, and had a right | 


- Does not the reader then clearly see that Mr Bis. 
statement suits my argument as well as my own. I say, 
the reference to the church at Jerusalem wus an extra- 
ordinary one, because inspired men were there. Give. 
us courts of review with inspired men now, and we will 
have no objections to a similar reference to them. Mr 
B. replies, though inspired men, they did not there de- 


Apostles were not inspired, how did their decrees pos- 
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Jesus} With ‘those for ‘whom 


Tove Whont we Tiave'teason to consider 


in other ‘words, for those who 
Ris name, Jobn xvii. 20... I 
it will be. replied, ‘What evidence. 
person behaving in. Christ, if he 
bia and, thin’ applied 
Individual 26 the articular view,.of 
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tisfaetory evidence of their: Christianity, though 
‘they not the. same view of all the injunctions 
the Lord Jesus that we have. know almost 
class of Christians, who do not. in their 
vate etnversation ‘and in private life acknowledge 
this; though they do not in act on such 
What, designation: then. ought we give to 
we are bound to consider as. Christians, 
f though i im some points.we concéive they. mis- 
apprehend the revealed. will..of, God? [think 
would properly. call them nstruct- 
bd disciples, Now: the question here. is, Ane. we 
permitted to refuse to hold communion. with’ uch 
which: we are agreed,..becense there 
pointe in whiclt we consider them.i impetr 
fectly' instructed, and .in-which we cannot pnite 
that authorises. tne do so. Nays:1, cone. 
gatvethe whole spirit of the goapel, as being a:spi- 
of love to all whe: hear the image: of the Lord 
would JeaH me to express my,union, “with 
such every point in which we araagreed, while 
amt pot required. ta thake. any sacrifice of. my 
liberty by oniting. - 
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*meighbours, 
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mutual ; that it be distinctly ‘that 
those acting upon it only unite in those things in 
“which they are perfectly agreed, and that each 
_party gives the other the same liberty he claims 
‘to himself. I believe, attempts at the excrcise of 
% forbearance, and the maintenance of Christian 
communion among those who have differed on 
}some points, have very frequently failed from its 
‘not being fully understood, that the forbearance 


- was to be equally exercised on both sides. It — 
frequently been considered as a distinguish- 


+ ed favour on the one side, and which ought very 
; os and thankfully to be received on the o- 


‘ther ' Any forbearance exercised with such a 


spite as ‘this, is not likely to be productive of any 
‘Deneficial effects. It implies such: an inequality 
Hi as is in a great measure incompatible with that 
full mutual confidence which is essential to Chris- 
tian fellowship.’ No: it must be clearly under- 


q ‘stood and ackn owledged, that however decidedly 
‘the one party holds his own opinion upon the - 
_ point of difference, his brother has the most un- 


_ questionable right to judge for himself, though he 
should be led to a different conclusion. In short, 
T would apply to the man who understands the 
principle of forbearance for which I contend, 
the definition which I think Dr Franklin gave 
of a Whig: He is one who claims no more liber- 

“ty to Himself than he is willing to es to his 
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1 know the objection that is eds to this ap= 
of Christians | 


plication of forbearance to the fas 
who differ in opinion r the subjects and 
mode of baptism. It is asked by those who hold 
_ the doctrine of believers’ baptism, Do we find any 
example i in which an unbaptized person was ad- 


mitted into any of the apostolic churches, and 


how can we so far deviate from their practice? 
Here I would reply, that admitting the objector’s 
view of baptism ‘to. be the right one, he cannot 


say of his Christian brother, who administers 


baptism to infants, that he despises this institu- 
_ tion of Christ. He may say he misunderstands 
it, and doing so, he is convinced he totally 
misapplies it in administering that to an infant, 
which is exclusively intended for thése who are 
capable of making a personal profession of their 
faith. But is it allowed that onecan now be found 
‘who gives satisfactory evidence of genuine faith 
in the Saviour, of love to him, of.devotedness to 
his glory, who practises infant baptism? This is 
what I suppose few or none will deny. Here 
then is a character which the objector must ad 
mit was not to be found in the apostolic age. 
The reason is plain. There was then no pos- 
sibility of misunderstanding the apostolic prac- 
tice regarding this ordinance. It was. distinct- 
ly known. Upon the supposition that adult bap- 
tism was then exclusively observedy it must have 
‘een downright contempt of the authority of the 
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tending to the rule established by apostolic prac-— 


was adopted. | fi 


From the difference of the times then, and the 


change of circumstances, it must be allowed we 


have now a case which in the apostolic age could 
not possibly exist. The question then is, How 


are we to dispose of it ? Are we to seek for par- 


— rules to apply to it? These we could not 


onably expect, from the impossibility of find- 


iach an instance, to judge according to the ge- 


th cases that are most similar to the one in 


ion ? I am aware of the importance of at- 


tice., But this is not incompatible with keeping 
in view the generdl spirit of the gospel in apply- 
ing this rule. That which in some circumstan- 
ces soul clearly indicate the most avowed obsti- 

nacy and disobedience, and thus give evi- 


_ dence of the total want of the fear of God, might 


in others prove nothing more than mere igno- 


rance of the divine will, and be found in a cha- | 


racter where there were, in other respects, the 


most satisfactory evidences of genuine Christiani- 


ty. (No one I think will say, we are to shut our | 
such a diversity of or that, . 


Apostles, and wilful opposition to their example, © 
if any other mode of ‘observing this ordinance 


ing! ‘such a case in the early churches to which — 
they could be applicable.. Are we not called, then, — 


1 spirit of the gospel, in connection with the 
7 decigion pronounced in the apostolic writings on 
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though we maintain the obligation of apostolic 


example, in forming an estimate of a character 
charged with certain deviations from that exam- . 


_ ple, we are not to take into account the measure 


of clearness with which that character had an ~ . 
portunity of that t “example 


was. 


should be disposed to a remark 
on an argument that has been urged in favour 
of publicly separating from the communion even 
of those we are called to consider as Christians, 
which is founded on the Apostle’s language, 
2 Thess. iii. 6. Now wecommand you, brethren, 


in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that you 


withdraw yourselves from every brother that 
walketh disorderly, and after the tradition 
which he received of us.” OF such, it is said, 
ver. 15. Yet count him not as an enemy, but ad-_ 
monish him as a brother.” In the first place, it 
must be allowed, there is considerable difficulty — 
in ascertaining the measure or kind of separation 
that is here enjoined ; whether it implies public- 
ly separating the person mentioned from the 
communion of the church, or merely not coun- 
tenancing him in private life in those idle habits. 


the Apostle condemns. When we are told heis _ 


to be admonished as a brother, the language is 
so different from that used by the Apostle where 
public separation is enjoined, that I am ‘Strong- © 


_ dy inclined to suppose it is not exclusion ‘from 
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@hurch-fellowship. which is here referred to. 


should certainly consider that man as a very hardy 
and incautious reasoner, who from such ques-- 


tionable premises should attempt to draw a con- 


clusion so opposite in its character to the general 
spirit of the gospel of Christ. But admitting, 


_ for the sake of argument, that exclusion from _ 


church-fellowship is what the Apostle here 
means, What was the character of the person 
from whom the Christians at Thessalonica were 
here called to separate ? He was not one who 


‘eould, for a moment, be supposed to err from 


misunderstanding the Apostle’s injunction. The | 
man who should persist in leading a life of .idle- 
‘ness, after what the Apostle says in this passage 
about the obligations of Christians to activity and | 
“diligence, must have been chargeable with obsti-— 


‘nately and wilfully apostolic autho- 


rity. 

From this, shan, what 
chject to applying the. Apasie'e lan- 
guage here, to the case of those who may. differ 


Bespecting the ordinance of baptism, A man > 


may. adopt either one view or another respecting 
this. ordinance, and yet have no resemblance to 
the, character. described in this passage. The 


person. here mentioned could not allege that 


conscientiously persisted: in a. life of idleness, 
after what the Apostle had so explicitly written 
on, that subject. But I think-we cannot doubt 


_- that there are many who can say they conscien- 
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tiously hold the doctrine of infant baptism, while 
others as conscientiously hold the opposite. In- 
asmuch, then, as there is a material difference 
between ignorance or. misapprehension of the 
meaning of scripture, and an obstinate rejection _ 
of its authority where the meaning of it is known, . 
the rules prescribed for the treatment of the one: 
of these cases; can, With no propriety, be consis - 
dered applicable to the other. 
formerly noticed, that when a occurs, 
which; from its mature, could not exist in the 
- apostolic age, the most natural way of judging of 
it is by taking into view the genéral spirit of the 
‘gospel, espécially if we can find it illustrated by an — 
apostolic decision in an éxample in aly measure si- 
Stich an example then is to be found in the 
14th chapter of thé Epistle to the Romans. I am 
suré you will reeollect it, so that in writing to 
need not quote it very particularly. While 
the Apostle notices difference of sentiment a- 
triong ‘the Christiaris at Romie respecting the obli- 
_ gations they were under to observe particular 
days, ahd to abstain from particular meats, he~ 
requires. neither of the parties to despise or to 
judge their brethren who differed from them, but __ 
‘each individual to be persuaded iti his own mind. — 
‘Inthe 7th verse, he adds, “ For none of us liveth - 
'té himself, ahd tio man dieth to himself; For whe- 
_ thiér-we live, we live unto the Lord; and whether 
> ‘we die, we die unto the Lord : living or dying, we. 
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_ other. . But there is no intimation that on this 


arethe Lord’s.” understand aright the design 


of the Apostle in introducing this language hére, 


it implies, That this was the grand bond of their 


union as Christians, that while they lived, they 
lived to the Lord, &c. and that while they found 
themselves united by such a powerful bond as _ 
this, it should effectually tend to produce a .spi- 

rit of mutual forbearance amidst inferior differ. 

ences. Among the differences in question, I 
think it must be allowed, there was a right and 


wrong, as. well.as. every where else. Those 
-who ‘held one of the sides in the subjects men- 


tioned, *where a diversity of sentiment obtained, 
had at least more just and extensive views of the 
spirit of Christianity, than those who adopted the 


account they were authorised to separate from 
one another, or that the one party could with 
propriety put the other away. No: though the | 
one party’could not join with the other in points 
in/which they differed, nor the other require such 
.# union, they were publicly to unite in things in 


which they were agreed... In the 10th verse, it 


is asked, ** Why dost thou judge thy brother ? 


or why dost thou set at nought thy brother ? for — 


we must, all stand: before the judgment-seat, of 
Christ.” From.the whole of this passage, it. ap~ 


pears to me manifest, that find onewholam 


constrained to view as a brother in Christ, one 


| who lives to but to the 
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f earinot countenance him in things in which we 
‘differ, but in such points must act according to | 
the persuasion of my own mind in thin¢s in 
_ which we are agreed, I am bound to receive him. 
If I do not, I violate the divine commandment, 
as setting him at nought. — 
The truth then is, we have here two cases of 


example. We have, as was formerly 


noticed, first, that of norie being received into 
the early churches who were unbaptized. _ But. 
have, secondly, these churches admitting 
_ Christians to their communion who were weak in - 
_ the faith, and in some things imperfectly instruct- 
ed. Now, whatever view of baptism’ we take, we 
will all admit that this is the character of many 
who in‘this point differ from us? Here, then, ifwe - 
imitate the first-mentioned case, wedisregardthe 
second ; and, in thus following the Jetter, we 
seem to overlook the spirit of apostolic practice. 
- IT know’ there is indeed one way of getting 
- quit of this view of the passage under considera-- 
tion. It has’ beer alleged, that’ it must be con-- 
sidered’ as referring exclusively to a difference of 
seritiment’ regarding meats and drinks, and’ holi- 
days, and that we are not to view’ it'as convey- 
itig any information respecting the way we should 
act’ under a diversity of’ séntiment on any otlier 
point: But. to’ such a limitation’ of the way int 
which we' are’ to apply this passage, there is’ this 
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preach the gospel? It is so from its manifest gene- 


of the law, that provision was thus: distinctly 


18 


ciple, | suppose, that it is apart of scripture which 


conveys to us no instruction at all. In the 
present day we have no diversity of sentiment re- 


—-specting ineats and holidays, and therefore this 


is a part of the word of God to us altoge- 
ther useless. Now I do not conceive this view 
can with propriety be taken of any part of the 
sacred volume. Though the external circum 


stances of the church may be altered, all scrip- 


ture profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for cor- 
rection, and instruction in righteousness, and con- 
veys, in its general spirit, important instructions 
inevery age. A passage occurred to me in read- 
ing the other day, which is quite in point here, 


and will tend to illustrate my meaning. It is in 
ix. 9. For it is written in the law, of 
Moses, ' Thou shalt not muzzle the mouth of the — 
ox that treadeth out the corn. Doth God take 
. are of oxen? or saith he it altogether for our 
® sakes? For our sakes, no doubt, this is written : 


that he that ploweth should plow in hope; and © 
that he that threshéth in hope should be partakers 


“of his hope.” Now, no one I think can have any 


doubt, that the laworiginally,respected oxen alone. 
How then is it applied to the case of those who 


ral spirit. If under the law the oxen which were 
employed for the benefit of man were to be fed,— 
‘if such was the considerate and humane character 


made for 
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not the general spirit of this precept 
plicable to the point in hand., The A; stle di- 


_ rectly argues from. it in favour of the doctrine of 


supporting those who are labouring for the pub- 
lic good by preaching the gospel.’ In. this pas- 
sage, then, we are distinctly taught by an inspi- | 
red writer, to apply scripture in its, general spi- 
rit, and not to confine the instruction. it,.imparts 
to. the specific case, to which it originally, refers. 
If we apply then this canon of sacred criticism, 
derived surely from the highest authority, to 

the cai%)in question, the argument. will stand 
thus: If there is some general instruction ap-. 
plicable in every age conveyed to us. by. eve- 
ry part of the word of God, the instruc. 
tion communicated by this passage (Rom. xiv.) 
plainly regards the way in. which Christians 
ought to treat one another; though in some 


points, from weakness i in faith or imperfection in 


knowledge, they should differ in opinion,. It dis- 


tinctly teaches them not to judge or to set.at = 
- nought each other, but to. receive one another 


even as God. hath received them, and each to 


follow after the things which make for peace, and — 


things whereby they may be mutually edified. 
_ Should. it be replied, Is there not a danger 


of carrying this principle too far, or, if it be - 


\ 


adopted, .where. are you. to stop? I answer, 


The scriptures tell me when I am to do so: 
any man that is called a brother be a fornicator, 


or coyetous, or an idolater, or a railer, or a. 
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dronkard, or an extortioner ; with such an 
‘no not'to eat, 1 Cor: v. 1F. In like manner, 
i from’ the characters that ‘were to appear on the 


last days, mentioned 2 Tim. iii. !., and conclu-— 


Ne , godliness, but denying the power thereof,” I am 
i” distinetly commanded’ to turn away. Thus‘clear- | 
Jy do: the scriptures distinguish between Chris« 
who mayerr fron’ weakness of faith or 
imperfeetion in’ knowledge, and those who give 
_ evidence that they are strangers to the influence 
of the gospel'of Christ. It isthe neglect of this _ 
distinction, or putting these two classes on a level 

_ Another passaye wivichi very much to 
Bear: on: the point in question, is Phil. iii, 15. 
Ae many as be perfect, be' thus: minded: and 
fit any ‘thing ye be otherwise minded, God 
shall’ reveal even‘ this unto’ you. Nevertheless, 
 whereto we’ have’ attained, let us walk by the 
same rule; let‘us‘mind the same thing.” Allow 
me here to'suggest a‘remark or two on these ver- 
ses.’ ‘Phey admit of being construed in two ways. 
First; The beginning of the 15th verse, and the 
énd'of the 16th; ‘may be:taken’ together, (as the 
‘verber in the latter are in‘thie ‘infinitive, ) ‘and the’ 
clauses may-be read as in-a parenthe« 
ais. ‘Thus; As‘ nvany’ as are perfect; let us be thus 
minded’ to: walk by the same-rule; to’ mind the 
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tiing, (referring: to forgetting. the~ things’ 


i ding with the description, aving a form of 
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that are behind, &e. as before mentioned); and 
if in any thing ye be otherwise minded, (7. e. dif 
ferently minded from each other), God shall re- 
veal even this unto you, except in regard to that 
which we have already attained. Or, in other 
words, While we are walking by this rule of for- 
getting the things that are behind, and reaching 
forth to those things that are before, if in any 
point we differ, we may expect farther illumina- 

| tion, except in those things,in regard to which . 
have already attained the knowledge of the 
| will of ine | 

| cording to. that knowledge, we, cannot, expect 
farther communications.: In this sense the ex- 
pression contains;the converse of the declaration 
of the Lord Jesus, when he says, If any man will - 
| do my will, he shall know of the doctrine whe- 


of the. proposition are: found in. another, passage, 
where .it is. declared, That unto every one that 
hath: (z..¢.,improveth. the knowledge or opportur 
nities: he possesses), shall be given, ‘and. he. shall 
have. abundance ;. but. from. him that:hath not, 
(doth not thus improve his advantages), shall be 
taken away eventhat which he hath, Mat. xxv.,29. 
» Secondly, The passage may be read as it stands 
in, our yersion, and it certainly. admits of this con- 
struction, as we find the infinitive in the Greek 
‘put, for various: parts of the verb... Lhave remark- 
that what we translate otherwise minded; I 
|. would differently minded, viz. from one another. 
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ther it be of God, Joba yi. 17. And bothsides ff 
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Rnowledging ss Christians, ‘in private life; those 


mean otherwise mindéd, from the Apos- 


tle, by not pressing forward to those things that 
are before ; for not doing this, would have been 
acting in opposition to known duty, and have 


been inconsistent with the Christian character. 
altogether. “Besides, while they are to mind the 


same'thing, in this respect it is supposed they 
may be differently minded, which of course must 
refer to other matters. But you will be apt to 


‘think T have forgotten that I am writing a letter, 
While’ Tchave“wandeted into such’ ‘criticism. 


shall however brin these observations to a 


by remarking, that, whichever of these construc- _ 
tions "be ‘adopted, ‘it is here pliinly supposed 


there‘were ‘some poitits in’ which the disciples 
were'differently minded. ‘In these, of course, they 


- Could not hold communion. But this is not for 


& momient-supposed to be itrconsistent- with hold- 


ing’ theimiost ‘confidential ‘felowship ‘in things in 
‘which 'they were aprééd.’ Tere’is' not the most 


distant hint that the suppdsed case of there being 


‘implied ‘the ‘dissolation of their public union as 


brethren in Christ Jess." 
“Orr this ‘subject ‘may’ farther remark, 


ly ‘Colsistéticy ih persdnis ac- 


‘who'differ from’ them, while'they tefuse to admit 
theily to ‘their comimution in publi¢’’ To be con- 
sistent 


+ 
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Such persons should refuse to treat those 
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of this description as Christians at all. When 


they act otherwise, it seems to arise from some 


unscriptural. distinction between what we are. 


‘bound to do as connected:in a church capacity, — 2 


and what may be done by each member of that 
church while acting separately. If I profess Chris- 
tianity, and there is nothing in my conduct that 
belies such a profession, my brethren are bound by 
the law of Christ to receive me in things i in which © 


"we are united. both in public and in private; and 


if there is reason for their declining to acknow- 


ledge me in the one capacity, it ought to be 


considered, as. equally valid for their declining to 
receive me in the other. "We have certainly no — 


¥eason to suppose, that in the apostolic age 


any one would have been treated in private by 
the. Apostles as a disciple, whom they would have 


_ refused publicly to acknowledge in a church ca- 


pacity. No; with the Apostles there-were only 
two: classes, the church and the world. They un- 


derstood and acted on the maxim of the Lord 
Jesus,He that is not with us is-against us. 


_ Permit me to mention another inconsistency, 
aswlt appears, to. me at least, which we have fre- 


quently occasion to-observe. We sometimes find 


churches very willing to receive, occasionally into 


‘their communion, persons, who- differ from. them, | 
while they would. decidedly. object. to. doing. it in 


general... Now, I am_.quite at.a Joss to discover 


what principle that, can be-right when done 


, 
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Oily occasionally, which comes to be wrong ee 
done more frequeritly. Surely this procedure 1 : 
more the restilt of prejudice, or, to give it a gen- 
tler name, of expediency, than of a principle dis- 
tinctly understood and consistently maintained. 
If it be right to refuse Christians admission to 
our communion who apply for it in things in 
which we and they are agreed, let it be. done uni- — 
formly and without exception. If, on the other 
hand; it be proper to receive them occasionally, 
notwithstanding their differing from us in some 
points, let us shew our consistency by receiving 


to apply. 


«A distinction has often been. stated, between 


what i is a’‘matter of omxion and what is a matter 
of practice. Thus it has been alleged, that though 
people may forbear with one another in differen- 
ces regarding the former, there is no room for for- 


‘bearance when there is a difference respecting — 


the latter. It is indeed so far true, that with re- 


gard to 'those practices.which are to be observed 


in a social capacity, men must either be united 
i Opinion, or ‘the one party must be willing to 
forbear with the othér, and allow them to decline | 
expressing their union in things which they can- _ 
fot approve. » ut beyond this the distinction is, 
I think, fallacious one. Thus I may find one, 
a brother, ‘differ from 
Opinion’to’siich a degree, as te constrain 
Separate:from while I may. ano- 
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_ ther differing from me in some point of practice, 
where the difference requires no such separation: 
question then regarding’ the propriety of se-_ 
paration is not, whether is the difference in opi«- 
nion or in practice, but whether is the difference 
of that nature and magnitude, as leads me to 
question the Christianity of in 
itisto befound? 

I cannot omit mentioning one thing which 
has frequently struck me in conversing with dif- 
ferent individuals on the principle on, which I 
and my friends act. When I have stated it as 
simply implying our readiness to unite with 
_ Christians in ts in which we are agreed, and 
shewing this union to the world, while, in other - 
points, we give our brethren the same liberty we — 


_ elaim to ourselves; I have found the principle 


almost universally approved. But it has general- 
ly been atlded: ‘Though all this is very desirable 

and very good, yet it is in vain you expect men _ 
. will act upon it. Now this appears to me a 
strange way of reasoning. If the thing be ac+ 
_knowledged to be right and good, ‘are not we 
bound to act upon it, whether others choose to | 


imitate us or not ? But who knows who are wile 


ing to act upon it, till the triel be made ? Upen — 
the principle implied im the language just noti+ — 
ced, the most valuable good might be supposed. 
unattainable for ages, from the aversion of all — 
to ‘step ‘forward from the beaten path, and be 
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theifixst to.attempt to shew that the supposition 


was pe - It might, however, have been attain- 
able 4 
the, dxample of endeavouring to surmount, the 
prejuslices that opposed it. <Ufwe are convinéed 


thing i is. right, we should not content ourselves 


with p cold-approbation, while we console our- 
sclves with deploring the general defects of the 
age.» We should shew our conviction that it is 
tothe, divine will, by steadily setting 
the example of reducing jit to practice, whether 
ethers are disposed to follow us or ‘not. 

well. aware, that those who oppose. the 
forbearance for which I contend, may bring for- 
ward a number of supposable and extreme cases, 
to, shew! either its jmpracticability, or the extra- 
 ¥agancies.to,which it may lead. They may ask, 

you‘do, if a Christian who possesses 


this, or’ the. other, peculiarity proposed to unite 
with you. in fellowship ? To such questions 


would reply,.frst, That such cases are very sel- 
_ dom, likely occur in practice ; and, secondly, 
Admitting,that,. there should exist, in particular 

cases,.a\difficulty in the epplication of this prin- 
» Giple,,if.this.inconvenience be put in the balance 
_ qwith the extensively pernicions effects: produced 
@a>the minds.both. of Christians and of.other 


efd,to which there appear neither any bounds 


_ Men,,by. that most_unseemly state of division 


ll. the while, had any come forward to set 
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nor any pr ospect of tirtnidation: unless some stich | 
principle of forbearance is adopted; whith ofth¢ 
scales will préponderate, seems easily determined: 
_ T am sensible that this is happily not the age 
for quoting authorities in support of any prinei- 
ple we propose to maintain. ©: I- say’it: happily is 
nots because the authority of great names Has,I 
believe, tended very imtich 't6 retard’ inquiry, while 
atthe same time it is ‘manifest; thatthe opinions 
of the greatest: and best of men ‘ought to ‘have ho 
influence, except in’ so far as they ean be'shewh 
to be founded on the word of In this pomt 
of view, there’ appeats ‘much wisdom ‘in that pres 
cept‘of'the Lord Jesusj'in Which’ he 
his disciples 'té call rio’ man father-on earth! 'He 
‘knew well the handle which prejudice ‘would lay 
of, and‘ how muiclr it: would gratify’ sloth; if 
his disciples were allowed to suppose, that instead 
of appealing to the only unerring standard of dit 
vine truth, and judging for themselves, it was law: 
fal for-them receive the opinions of 
Without, meaning to ‘quote the 
thority: of Dr Owen; or or’ insinuating that» it 
ought to have any influence, except in’ sd fab ‘as 


found::toaccord with scripture, it: may at 


least. gratify'your curiosity if Lmention‘some pas- 
sages from one of ‘his works ‘incomplete coinei- 
dence with the sentiments Ihave expressed. ‘The 


publication I.refer to; does not indeed: bear ithe 
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concerning Evangelical Love, Church-peace and 


- Mature of evangelical unity, his words are: “ First, 
That. unity, which is recommended unto us in the 


gospel. is spiritual; and, in, that which is purely 
#0,‘ lies the foundation .of the whole. Hence it is 


in the bond of peace, because there is one body, 
spirit, whereby that; body is animated. 
all.trne believers, beconte one in the Father 


Sipation of, and ‘quickening by,the same spirit 


body; or mentbers of it, even of his flesh and of 


-__ wrought by his spirit which dwelleth in them, and 
- eommmtunicates of his grace unto them, isthat which 


hia body; and-all:the members of the 


¢Xbe conjunction of all the members into one bo- 


Doctor’ name, but i I well known. to | 
come from his pen. It is entitled, ‘* A Discourse 


Unity,” and.printed 1672. In speaking of the 


- galled the unity of the spirit; which is to be kept 


and the Son, or perfect in one. It is their parti-- 
that isin, Christ. Jesus, whereby they become his 


his. bones’; that: ig, no less really partakers of the 
same divine spiritual. nature with him, that, Eve 
##§§ waes-of the nature of Adam, when she was made 

his flesh and, his.bones. ‘The teal whion ofall 
‘true believers'unto the Lord Christ as their hend, | 


jwevintend.. For as hereby they become one with, _ 
him, so they come to be. one amiong them-— 


-body being many,' but one body, wherein 
themselves doth consist.—_ 


dys their’ mutual usefulness unto one another, 
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edification of the whole, with its inerense,: the 


due exercise of love, (which things contain:the 


whole nature, and the utmost ends of all church- 


communion) do depend merely and solely upon, 
and flow from, the. relation that. the members 
have to the head, and their union with him.— 


This is the foundation, of all gospel unity among 


believers, whereunto all-other. things which: are 
required unto. the completing’ of it--are but 
cessory ; nor are they without this, of any. value 
or acceptation in the sight of God. . Whateyer — 
order, peace, concord, union in the,chur¢h, any 


one may hold or keep, who is not interested here- 


in, he is but like a stone in, a building, laid it 
may be in a comely order, byt not cemented and 
fixed unto the whole, which renders its station | 
useless to the building, and unsafe unto itself; or 
like a dead mortified part of the body,:which nei- 
ther receives any vital influence from the head, 


- nor administers nourishment unto any other part. 


Now it cannot be dénied, but that in the contests 
that are in the world, about church union and. 


divisions, with what, is pleaded about their nature 


and causes, there is little or.no,consideration had 
thereof... Yea those things are principally insigt- 


ed on, for the constituting of the one,,and the ac- 


cording of the other, which cast a neglect, yea a 
contempt upon it. It is the Romanists who make 


the greatest..outcries about .church-union, ‘and 
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ecessary at‘all that 


unto Christ. Others also place it'in various in- 
stances‘of conformity unto, and compliance with 
the commands of men, which if they are obser- 


is) that where any one is interested in this foun- 


dation of all gospel unity, he may demand com- _ 
‘manion with any church in the world, and ought 
. mot to be refused, unless in case of some pre- 
sent offence or scandal... And those by whom 


= persons are rejected from communion, to 
be held-on gospel terms, on the account of some 
differences not entrenching on this foundation, 
dovexércisée'a kind of church tyranny, and are 
guilty of the schism which may ensue thereon. 


on the other side, where this is wanting, 
mheii’s compliance with any other terms or condi- 


tions that may be proposed unto them, and their 
of church communion thereon, 


litle advantage uinto their souks.” 


ae thie very foundation 


. 


pretend» so to be. 


‘expressly on the one side, that it is indispensably — 
 mecessary that all Christians should be subject to | 
the: Pope of Rome, and united unto him; and 
_ On the other, that it is not n 


any of them be spiritually: and savingly united — 


ved, they are wonderous cold in their inquiries — 
after this relation unto the head. But the truth 


Now unto this unity of faith,” (which 


of gospel unity! among believers); two things are — 
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the fandamental articles of the Christian religiott. 
For we outwardly hold the head by a consent un- 


to the form of wholesome words wherein the doc- 
-'trine of it is contained. Ofthe number and na- 
ture of such fundamental truth, whose express ac- 


knowledgment belongs unto the ‘unity of faith, 


so much hath been discoursed by others, as that — 


we need not add any thing thereunto. ‘The sum 


_ is, that they are but few, plainly delivered in - = 


scripture ; evidencing their own necessity, all 


- eonducing to the begetting and increase of that 


spiritual life, whereby we live unto God. Se- 
condly, It is required hereunto, that in other 


things and duties, every man be fully persuaded _ 


in his own mind, and walking 


according to what 


he hath attained, do follow peace and love, ‘with 
those who are otherwise persuaded than he is.— 
It is therefore-condescension and mutual forbear- 
_ ance, whereby the unity of faith consisting inthe 
joint belief of necessary truths, is to be preserved __ 
with respect unto other: things about which dif- 


ferences may arise.” 
After quoting the language of Dr & 


dobaptist of a former age, I shall add that of a 
well-known and eminent character of opposite 
_ Sentiments respecting baptism, and of modern 


times.’ I mean Dr Carey, Baptist Missionary in 
Bengal. It is with plensure I quote, not only 


personal letter to two of ‘the missionaries 
_ from the London Society, but also another let- 
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all the Baptist missionaries, While 
both of these communications manifest a spi- 


ae: which I pray may be more and more felt — 


and cultivated by all the disciples of Jesus, they 
May not perhaps have formerly come under your 


notice, as I do not recollect their having been in- | 
serted in. any of the more common periodical 


publications of the day. They are found in 
NO. 15. of the Transactions of the London Mis- 


slonary Society. They. both coritain answers to’ 
letter which two of the missionaries from 
society had sent to their Baptist brethren when _ 
they arrived in India. ‘These two missionaries 


were Cran and Desgranges, both alas! already 
removed. by the stroke of death from the scene of | 
their labours. _ 

In their Journal for April 20. 1808, they 
insert the following letter from Dr Carey : 


& Dear in our Common Lord, 


L received your kind favour, dated 4th Feb. / 
about a fortnight ago, and intended to have re- 


plied to it last week, but inadvertently left it at 
Serampore, and was thereby not able to refer to 
it. _The arrival of you and your colleagues in 
this country has given me and any Brethren very 
sincere pleasure. We bless our gracious God 
who has put it into your hearts to engage in this 
very important work, and has brought you safe- 
Jy to your desired hayen. I hope the Brethren 
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for Ceylon are safely arrived there, I sympa- | 
thize with dear Brother Vos: may the Lord 


more than compensate him for his. loss by his 


own gracious presence 
** You, my dear Brethren, have how just gird. 


~ ed on the harness to engage in the most everitful 


war that was ever carried on. You are about to 
efiter into the field of battle, and supposing that 
I have some small experience in this kind of war- 


- fare, have asked what is the best mode of attack ? 


I wish I could answer so important a question in 


@ proper manner; but I must. confess myself to 


be inexperienced after all that I: have seem. 1 


cur. 


and much to de. I'am greatly mistaken if you 
will not find more int your own heart to obstruct 


the progress of the work than in all the supersti- 
tions of the country. I speak from what I feel 
mnyself. In me these corruptions are always ri- 
sing in.a thousand forms, all inimical to the work — 
of publishing the word. I have to guard against, 
indolence, inconsiderateness, unconcern for the 
spiritual concerns of others, resting short of the 


genuine spirit of the gospel, dejection at the want 


of success, impetuosity or obstinacy of spirit, a 
_ dogmatical habit, and a thousand evils more. 
You are come. out in society; the preserving 
-_ in a social forma will be very i a 
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end in. order thereto every one must resolve that 
a breach’ of friendship, or even a coolness shall 


never begin with me. It is difficult to crucify 


our little peculiarities and selfish tempers ; but 


_ it is absolutely necessary to the preservation of a 
body: of people in such a state as is requisite to _ 


carry on’ a missionary undertaking. We owe 
much of our peace to the constitution of our fa- 


by.which: it is unlawful for any individual 
to pursue any‘separate interest-or business, 
do: any thing without the approbation of the 


whole body... That aggrandizing of ourselves in- 
dividually to which human nature is so much 


‘prone, is. hereby made unlawful, and we account 


it our greatest pleasure to live for one another. » 


** You will meet with many discouragements— | 
from want of success, from the conversation of | 
_ the Europeans, who will tell you that nothing can — 


everbe:done inthe conversion of the heathens, who 


will depreciate what has been already done, and — 
point:out: the:evil conduct of a few. hypocrites, as 
a proof that all who call themselves Christians 
-are such... You will have much to strive against 
in the. perverseness, inattention, or. disputatious 


spirit. of the heathens; and even if God: bless 
your labours, the fall. of some, and the evil pas- 


sions of others, and frequently the blasting ot 


your most sanguine hopes, will make you. some- 


ready to sit down in discouragement. 
But, my. dear Brethren, we must not give 
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up the contest : our is dishonoured 


perstition and vice ; we must testify against them. 
Souls are sinking into eternal ruin; we must la- 


-bour for their salvation ; we must seek to build — 
up Zion; souls must be converted, or perish ; 

_and.a’few, a very few excepted, no one cares whe- 
ther they perish or not. If we do not-labour, 


no one else will. It is impossible to say what 
means are best: schools are highly important, 
and I think should always be appendages of a 


mission settlement. It is also desirable to use 
our interest with gentlemen ef.our acquaintance 


who are not. missionaries, that they may set up. 
schools in their neighbourhoods. Preaching, 
but more especially affectionate conversation, 
must by no means be neglected when we can 


_ speak the language ; and, in preaching, it will be. 
peculiarly necessary to resolve to know none but 


Jesus Christ, and him crucified. Without con- 
stant guard over our spirits we shall be insensi- 


bly drawn from this. main point to vain jangling, 


through the disputatious spirit ofthe heathens. - 
«* We feel it always necessary to avoid the su- 


percilious conduct which others practise in their 


intercourse with the natives. There is danger 
of imposition from them I know, but a haughty, 


or distait, much more an abusive carriage to- 
- wards them is utterly inconsistent with the werk 
in which we are engaged. Frequent meetings — 


for social prayer are peculiarly-necessary, when 
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we bemsicler that nothing will ever be done with | 
out the Holy Spirit, and that God has promised — 
him in answer to prayer. In short, my dear 


Brethren, put on the whole armour of God. | 
«¢ I have written to you as if you were Bre- 


thren sent from our own ‘society ; and I wish 
' you 'to write with the same freedom to me and 
my Brethren. Let us consider ourselves engaged — 


in the work of the same Master ; and laying aside 
‘all inferior considerations, let us unite heartily in 
the same work in our different departments, and 
give each other all the assistance that we can. 
Our Brethren would join me in Christian love if 
they knew of my writing. Give my affectionate 


remembrances to Brother Ringeltaube: remem-_ 


ber me to the Brethren at Ceylon when you 


write; to Dr R. and Dr J. and to our Brethren © 


Biss and Marden, if they are still at Madras. I 
hope that an intimate correspondence will be 


maintained between us. I am,”-&c. 


' We perused this letter (they add) with pret 


pleastire, and feel ourselves under obliga- | 
“tions to the writer.” 


“The other letter occurs in. their Journal for 


7 March 28. of the same year: 


Very Dear Brethren, 


\# Few letters have given us more pleasure than 
that with which we have been favoured by you. 
We ——. you on your -_ arrival in this 
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cquntry, and desire to thank our gracious Lord, 


that he has itclined you thus to devote your lives 
to his service, and safely brought you hither. . 
We trust that he will now go before you, and di- 
rect your-way in such a manner as shall advance ~ 
_his glory and secure the conversion of multitudes 


- among these poor benighted heathen. 


_ §* We accept: with the most sincere pleasure 


your friendly offer of correspondence, and pray 


_red, that your affection is retarned by. us: in an 
equal degree. We entreat then, very dear Bre- 
thren, that yon will write in the most frank and 
- unreserved manner, and permit us to participate 
in, your’ joys and your sorrows, that by mutual 


sympathy! and. mutual counsel we may animate 
each other in the work of the Lord. We earnest+ | 


ly request an interest in your prayers. The 
hour from seven to eight every Tuesday morn- 

_ ing we dedicate to social supplication on behalf 
of the: heathen in India.’ Should it be suitable 


* 


God that it may be a means of strengthening — 
each other’s hands in the Lord. Your Chris- | 
tian frankness in thus'seeking a correspondence | 
with us, excites in our minds the pleasing hope, - 
that no difference of opinion respecting any of © 
the ordinances of the gospel will be permitted to © 
interrupt our Christian union and. fellowship. | 
We humbly hope that nothing of this kind will 

_ ever avise on aur part, and beg you ‘to be assu- - 
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the same purpose, the recollection that we are 
joined by dear Brethren in the same exercise and 
_ atthe. same instant (though Providence denies 
, the: enjoyment of their bodily presence) may 
often serve to revive our spirits and animate our _ 
hope.’ |The epistle with which we have been fa- 
voured by your society, we consider as a fresh 
proof of their Christian candour towards us. We 
cannot but hope that the Lord is on his way to 
sybdue to himself not only the heathen in India, — 
it all the nations now groaning under the ty- 
priy.of Satan. . May it be granted to you and 
a tq@-us speedily to behold his victories in the land. 
| Amidst the discouragements with which we must 


qupavoidably meet, let. us recollect, that he whois 
i all-sufficient is infinitely more interested in the 
work than we are. That his presence may be 
i constantiy..with you is the earnest prayer wee dear 4 | ~ 
Periodical Accounts of the Baptist» Mission just 
published, hoppy to say the | 
Weiare/taught to expect that in ai] 
oan ‘thd increase.of the Redeemer’s kingdom, his dis- 


Giles shall see eye to eye ** Ephraim 
shall nc Jy raim.” Or 
shall not vex Judah, nor Judah Ephraim.” Our 
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Lord the greatest’ success to attend his 
_ gospel, when his disciples shall be filled with love 


to each other: ** Then shall att mEN know that 


ye are my disciples if ye love one another ;” and’ 


this is his’ prayer, addressed to his heavenly Fa- 


ther, who ** hears him always,” ‘* ‘That they all 


may be’one; as Thou, Father, art in me, and I 


in, Thee; that the world may believe that thou 
hast ‘sent me.” A most pleasing and happy 


change has taken place, as it respects the love of 
Christians of different denominations towards. 


each other, within the last few years, and a most 


interesting and promising intercourse has: been 


opened betwixt Christians of different countries 


and opinions; so that ‘* oneness of heart” 


(Acts iv. $2.) though not of opinion, is making a 


rapid progress throughout Europe, in the place 
of those many unhappy controversies which: dis-. 


tracted the church, ‘and took off its attention 


from the great ‘object of its existence in the world. 
This then is one of the signs of the coming of 

the Son of Man,” and his work i in mr a 7 


might have enlarged on the probable good ef- 
fects which by this time might have been 
produced, had Christians in generdl acted: 
on the principle which I and my frieads have 
adopted. Consider for a ‘moment much. 


2 


- 
i 
> 
: 
* 
| 4 
| am 
| 
Tee 
i 
A 
” 
* 
| 
| 


ey 
. 
ay 
“| 


ann =" 


discussion of the subjects oft which they differed, 


these differences might by this time have been 
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“alienation and discord might have thus been a- 


voided. And if those.who are united in the faith 
of the gospel, instead of flying off from one ano- 
ther, had treated each other as Christians, and 
been disposed to engage in a calm and friendly 


think how much this would have tended to com- 
mupiicate that measure of knowledge by which 


greatly diminished, and in the issue gradually 


done away. But these are topics the consideration — 
of which I must leave'to your own reflexion. 


sD shall not then detain you longer, but conclude 
by reminding you of. what it is that those who op- 
pose the principle I have’ been endeavouring to 


explain) and defend, have to establish. It is not 
enough to shew, that unity of sentiment is desi- 
sable. This is what we do not doubt. Neither 
- is it sufficient to shew, ‘that while there is a dif- 


ference of sentiment among Christians, it would 


‘be better for those who ‘have the same views of | 
particular ordinances to associate together in 
_.church-fellowship. Of this, Christians must be 
left to judge for themselves, ag they may some- 
times:have' o¢casion to ‘approve the public. ar- 
-rangements adopted: by a society,While they may 
. 80 much condemn their general spirit as really to — 
feel themselves: more united ‘with another society, 
from some of whose ventiments they are forced to 


lissent. the point to be distinctly establish- 
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ed is this, that if one of whose Christianity there 


proposition. lam, dear Friend, 


is no reason to doubt, nay, whom we are convin- 


_ ced the Lord Jesus has received, proposes to unite — 


with a church in an observance in which he and 


they are perfectly agreed, though in some other 
points they differ, they are called, in consideration 


_of such difference, te decline such intercourse; and 


thus, so far as regards their public conduct to- 
wards him, to treat him as an unbeliever. I con- 


fess I must find more argument than I have yet 
met with, before. I could think- of supporting this 


Yours,. &c. 
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